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EXECUTI VE SUMVARY

DECLARATI ON FCR THE | NTERI M REMEDI AL ACTI ON
RECCRD COF DECI SI ON

SI TE NAME AND ADDRESS

Mari ne Corps Logistics Base

Qperable Unit 5, Potential Source of Contamination 8
814 Radford Boul evard

Al bany, Ceorgia 81704-11128

STATEMENT OF PURPCSE

This Record of Decision (ROD) docunment presents the selected InterimRenedial Action (IRA) for
Potenti al Source of Contami nation (PSC) 8 of the Marine Corps Logistics Base (MCLB) Al bany. It
was devel oped in accordance with the Conprehensive Environnental Response, Conpensation, and
Liability ACT (CERCLA) as anended by the Superfund Anendnents and Reaut horization Act (SARA),
and to the extent practicable, the National G| and Hazardous Substances Contingency Plan (NCP).
This decision is based on the Admi nistrative Record, which is on file in the Dougherty County
Public Library, and the Environnmental Branch Office, Facilities and Service Division, Building
5501, MCLB Al bany, Georgia 31704.

The purpose of this IRAis to protect human health and the environnment from potential threat
while final renedial solutions are being devel oped. Both the U S. Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) Region IV and the State of Georgia have approved the sel ected | RA renedy.

ASSESSMENT OF THE SI TE

A 1994 renedial investigation at PSC 8 reveal ed the presence of polychlorinated bi phenyls
(PCBs), elevated | ead concentrati ons, and pol ynucl ear aromati ¢ hydrocarbons (PAHs) in soil
within and around an apparent trench area. |f actual or threatened rel eases of these substances
fromPSC 8 are not addressed by inplenenting the response action selected in this ROD, a current
or potential threat to public health, welfare, or the environment may result.

DESCRI PTI ON OF THE SELECTED REMEDY

There are 26 PSCs at MCLB Al bany. O these, 14 PSCs were identified for the Renedi al
Investigation and Feasibility Study (RI/FS) process and were divided into 5 Operable Units.
Qperable Unit (QU) 5 consists of PSC 8 and PSC 14. PSC 8 addresses a forner grit disposal area
and PSC 14 is the fornmer donestic wastewater treatnment facility. The scope of this RODis
limted to contam nated soil in and around an apparent trench area at PSC 8.

The selected IRA for PSC 8 includes excavation of contam nated soil, transportation offsite to a
federally-permtted landfill for disposal, and restorati on of the excavation area.
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GLOSSARY

ABB- ES ABB Environnmental Services, Inc.

ARAR applicable or relevant and appropriate requirenent

bl s bel ow | and surface

CAA dean Air Act

CERCLA Conpr ehensi ve Environmental Response, Conpensation, and
Liability Act

CFR Code of Federal Regul ations

CPC chem cal of potential concern

DOT Departnment of Transportation

DWI'P donestic wastewater treatnent plant

FFA Federal Facility Agreenent

ft #/ day square feet per day

GEPD Georgia Environnental Protection Division

GHWA Geor gi a Hazardous Waste Managenent Act

I AS Initial Assessnent Study

in/yr i nches per year

I RA Interi mRenedi al Action

I WP industrial wastewater treatnent plant

MCLB Mari ne Corps Logistics Base

19/ kg m crograns per kil ogram

ny/ kg mlligrans per Kkilogram

NAAQS Nati onal Anbient Air Quality Standards

NCP Nati onal G| and Hazardous Substances Contingency Pl an

NESHAP Nati onal Em ssions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants

NPL National Priority List

oM operations and nai ntenance

OCGA Oficial Code of Georgia, Annotated

CsHA Qccupational Safety and Health Adm nistration

U Qperabl e Unit

PAH pol ynucl ear aronatic hydrocar bons

PCBs pol ychl ori nat ed bi phenyl s

PRE prelimnary risk eval uation

PSC Potential Source of Contam nation

RA Ri sk Assessnent

RCRA Resour ce Conservation and Recovery Act

RFI Resour ce Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Facility
I nvestigation

R/ FS Renmedi al Investigation and Feasibility Study

RCD Record of Deci sion



1.0 SITE NAME, LOCATI ON, AND DESCRI PTI ON

Mari ne Corps Logistics Base (MCLB), Albany is an active facility occupyi ng approxi mately 3,500
acres 5 mles east-southeast of A bany, Ceorgia. Land bordering MCLB Al bany to the south, east,
and northeast is prinmarily agricultural or recreational open space. The |and bordering
northwest and west of the Base is largely residential and commerci al areas of eastern Al bany.

Potential source of contamination (PSC) 8 is located in the southwestern part of the Base,

adj acent to the Marine Corps Canal and the forner donestic wastewater treatnent plant (DWP)
(PSC 14). Figure 1-1 illustrates the location of MCLB Al bany and the approxi nate | ocation of QU
5 (conprising PSCs 8 and 14). PSC 8 neasures approxi nmately 350 feet by 120 feet and is the
location of a forner grit disposal area (Figure 1-2). The wastes di sposed at PSC 8 were

accunul ated in the grit chanber of the adjacent DWP.

<l MGSRC04957B>
2.0 SITE H STORY AND ENFORCEMENT ACTI VI TI ES

MCLB Al bany currently serves as a U S. mlitary logistics center. |Its primary duties include
controlling the acquisition, storage, nmaintenance, and distribution of conbat and support
material for the U S. Marine Corps. The Base is also used for training mlitary personnel and
other tasks and functions as directed by the Commandant of the U S. Marine Corps.

MCLB Al bany has generated various types of solid and |iquid wastes over the years, including
hazardous wastes. The hazardous wastes include el ectroplating wastes containing heavy netal s,
organi c solvents fromstrippi ng and cl eani ng operati ons, and waste fuel and oil.

In 1985, three investigations were perforned to assess and characterize PSCs identified at MCLB
Al bany. These investigations included the 1985 Initial Assessnent Study (lAS), the 1987
Confirmation Study, and the 1989 Resource Conservati on and Recovery Act (RCRA) Facility
Investigation (RFI). As a result of these investigations, MCLB Al bany was placed in Goup 7
(Hazard Ranki ng System score of 45.91 to 43.75) of the National Priority List (NPL) or

uncontrol | ed hazardous waste sites. MCLB Al bany was place on the NPL in Decenber 1989.

In July 1991, the Departnment of the Navy, representing MCLB Al bany, entered into a Federal
Facility Agreenent (FFA) with the CGeorgia Environnental Protection Division (GEPD) and the U. S.
Envi ronnental Protection Agency (USEPA) Region IV to establish a procedural franmework and
schedul e for devel opi ng, inplenenting, and nonitoring appropriate response actions at the
facility in accordance w th Conprehensive Environnental Response, Conpensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA), RCRA, the National Gl and Hazardous Substance Contingency Plan (NCP), Superfund
gui dance and policy, and the Georgia Hazardous Waste Managerment Act (GHWA).

The followi ng reports describe the environnental investigations and plans for PSC 8 to date.
Sout hern Division Naval Facilities Engineering Comrand, (SCOUTHNAVFACENGCOM),
1974, Multiple Use Natural Resources Managerment Plan for Marine Corps Supply
Center, Al bany, GCeorgia.
SCQUTHNAVFACENGCOM 1978, Master Plan, MCLB Atlantic, Al bany, Ceorgia.

Crawford, V.I., 1979, Environnmental Engi neering Survey, Marine Corps
Logi stics Base (MCLB), Al bany, Ga., prepared for SOUTHNAVFACENGCOM

Envi rodyne Engi neers, Inc., 1985, Initial Assessnent Study, Marine Corps



Logi stics Basse, Al bany, Ceorgia.

McC el | and Engi neers, 1987, Final Report, Confirmation Study Verification
Step, Marine Corps Logistics Base, Al bany, Ceorgia: prepared for
SOUTHNAVFACENGCOM

Appl i ed Engi neering and Science, Inc., 1989, RCRA Facility Investigation
Phase One Confirmation Study, MCLB Al bany, GCeorgi a.

3.0 H GHLIGHTS OF COWUN TY PARTI CI PATI ON

The Proposed Plan for the IRA at QU5 PSC 8, was made public April 28,1995. This docunent was
nmade available to the public in the Information Repository |ocated at the Environnental Branch
Ofice, Building 5501, MCLB Al bany, Georgia 31704-1128. The public coment period for the IRA
Proposed Plan extends fromApril 28 to June 12, 1995. The public notice of the proposed | RA was
published in the Albany Herald and the Atlanta Constitution on April 25, 1995. In addition,

a public meeting was held on May 4, 1995, at the Human Resources Office, Building 3010, MCLB

Al bany. At this neeting, representatives from SOUTHNAVFACENGCOM MCLB Al bany, and ABB-ES were
avai |l abl e to answer questions about PSC 8 and the | RA under consideration. A Comunity

Rel ati ons Responsi veness Summary is included in Appendi x A

The Proposed Plan identifies the preferred IRA at PSC 8 as Alternative No. 3. Alternative No. 3
is described as follows: excavation of the contam nated soil above action |evels (approxinately
60 cubic yards) from PSC 8 and di sposal of fbase at a Toxi c Substances Control Act (TSCA))
landfill. Confirmatory sanpling of the walls and floor of the excavation area will be conducted
to ensure all soil contam nated above action | evels has been renoved.

4.0 SCOPE AND ROLE OF THE | NTER M REMEDI AL ACTI ON (1 RA) AT POTENTI AL SOURCE CF CONTAM NATI ON
(PSC) 8

The overall strategy for renediation of the MCLB Al bany NPL sites is to group theminto five
QUs. Each QU is conprised of one or nore PSCs. The IRA selected in this ROD applies to a
trench area at PSC 8, one of two PSCs conprising QU5. A renedial field investigation for QU 5
was perforned in 1994 and a Renedial Investigation and R sk Assessnent (RI/RA) report is
currently being prepared.

Ok is located in the southwestern part of the Base. This proposed IRAis limted to
contaminate soil in the vicinity of the trench area within PSC 8.

The overall strategies of the selected IRA for PSC 8 are to minimze potential exposure of
humans and the environnent to contam nated soil, and to control the potential release of
hazar dous substances to water bodies.

The I RA selected in this ROD will be included in the final action for QU5 and will be
consistent with any planned future actions to the extent possible.

5.0 SUWHARY COF SI TE CHARACTERI STI CS

5.1 CEOLOGY. MCLB Albany is located in the Dougherty Plain district, which is part of the
Coastal Pl ain physiographic province. The Al bany regional geology is characterized by |ayers of
sand, clay, sandstone, dolomte, and |linestone that dip gently and progressively thicken to the
sout heast. The sedinents extend to a depth of at |east 5,000 feet below |l and surface (bls).



The sedi nments of interest at MCLB Al bany (sedi nents that affect the hydrol ogy of the Upper
Floridan aquifer) are of late m ddl e Eocene age and younger including, in descending order, the
undi fferenti ated overburden of Quaternary age, the Suwannee Linestone, the Ccal a Li nestone the
Cinchfield Sand, and the Lisbhon Formation. A geologic section and section |ocation map of the
Al bany area are presented on Figures 5-1 and 5-2, respectively.

5.2 HYDROGEQLOGY. There are two principal hydrostratigraphic units of interest at MCLB, Al bany:
(1) the undifferentiated Quaternary overburden deposits and (2) the underlying Upper Floridan
aqui fer (Ccal a Linestone).

Wthin the overburden, nost sand or clay |ayers are discontinuous; however, a thick clay zone
apparently persists in the lower half of the overburden throughout the MCLB Al bany area. This
clay zone, ranging in thickness from10 to 29 feet, serves to cause intermttent perched
groundwat er conditions in the overburden. A so, it decreases the anmount of groundwater recharge
to the Upper Floridan aquifer frominfiltration of precipitation, and controls the rate of
infiltration of chem cal contam nants. Maxi num annual water-|evel fluctuations nmay range from
10 to 15 feet, based on observed differences in water |evels neasured at different tines of the
year between 1991 and 1995. Water levels in area wells are highest during February through
April and at mnimumduring Novenber through January (when the overburden wells are commonly
void of water). Hydraulic properties of the overburden are controlled primarily by the anmount
of sand and cl ay present.

The Upper Floridan aquifer, consisting prinmary of the Ccal a Li nestone, ranges from about 200 to
275 feet thick in the area of MCLB. The aquifer is confined above by the clayey overburden and
bel ow by a | ow perneability layer in the Lisbon Formation. Large quantities of water are stored
and transmtted within the aquifer. The Upper Floridan has recently been studied and judged to
be favorable for large-scale water withdrawal (Torak and others, 1991). The aquifer is

regi onal Iy unconfined, sem confined, or confined by the overlying soil, and the rate of recharge
depends prinarily on the vertical hydraulic conductivity of the overburden. The rate of nean
annual recharge to the aquifer is reported (Torak and others, 1991) to be on the order of 6 to
14 inches per year (in/yr). The Upper Floridan aquifer is divided into an upper zone (with
greater density) and a | ower zone (with greater perneability due to solution-enlarged joints,
beddi ng pl anes, and fractures). These solution cavities can produce transm ssivity val ues as
hi gh as 178,000 square feet per day (ft#/ day) (see ABB-ES RI/FS wordplay, OJb, for further
information and Torak and others, 1991).

Publ i shed studi es (H cks and others, 1987) of the Upper Floridan aquifer indicate that the
potentionetric surface slopes westerly to southwesterly in the MCLB Al bany area (Figure 5-3).
The aquifer discharges water tot he Flint river and |ocal streans where the streans have incised
into the aquifer or where the potentionetric surface exceeds the surface water elevation. The
rel ationship can be reversed locally during dry periods when the potentionetric surface drops
and streans di scharge to the aquifer.

<I MG SRC 0495257C>

5.3 ECOLOGY. The majority of forested land in the vicinity of the Base is vegetated with

I ongl eaf pine flatwoods, the nost extensive floral comunity in the southern coastal plain.

Al so known as pine flatwoods, pine flats, |ow pinelands, or pine barrens, this |low flat woodl and
habi tat occurs transitionally between upslope xeric sandhill communities and downsl ope

shrub-dom nated evergreen wetlands. Pine flatwoods grow in Florida, Georgia, South Carolina,
and North Carolina.

The high | evel of herbaceous productivity in the pine flatwood habitat frequently supports a
rich invertebrate faunal community. This invertebrate comunity often supports a nunber of



i nsectivorous vertebrates, including 20 to 30 species of reptiles and anphi bi ans. A nunber of
smal | mammal s i nhabit the flatwood community although no mammal is exclusive to this habitat.

Dependi ng on the vegetative association, pine flatwoods provide habitat for a diverse array of
avi fauna, including insectivorous gleaners of pine needles and bark, flycatchers, a seed eating
assenbl age, and nocturnal and diurnal aerial predators. The red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides
borealis), a federally endangered species, occurs al nost exclusively within this pine flatwoods
habi tat; however, there are no known records of this species at MCLB Al bany.

The presence of two rare and threatened speci es has been confirmed at the Base. The American
alligator (A ligator mssissippiensis), nowclassified as threatened, has been docunented in
wet |l and habitats at the Base; this senmi-aquatic species is ubiquitous throughout the southeast.
Bachnman's sparrow (Ai nophila aestivalis), a State and federally listed "rare" species, is also a
possi bl e resident of the dry open pine forests at MCLB Al bany; this large, secretive sparrowis
a year-round resident of southern Ceorgia

5.4 NATURE AND EXTENT OF CONTAM NANTS. The nature, extent, and concentration of hazardous
subst ance contam nation at PSC 8 was studied during a renedial field investigation perforned
fromMarch through April 1994. In fall 1994, a prelimnary risk evaluation (PRE) was conducted
on anal ytical data collected during this investigation. Concurrent with the PRE, a suppl enenta
field investigation at PSC 8 was conducted to characterize or define "clean" boundaries of
contam nated soil in the vicinity of the trench. The follow ng summarizes the ngjor
observations fromthe 1994 investigations.

5.4.1 Chemcals of Potential Concern (CPCs) To provide a focus for |RA objectives, CPCs at PSC
8 were identified in the QU5 PRE. The followi ng factors were considered in the sel ection of
CPCs:

. concentration and frequency of detection

. physi cal, chemical and toxicol ogical characteristics:
. conparison of detected values to background; and

. regul atory criteria and toxicity.

Tabl e 5-1 |ists hazardous substances detected in trench area soil at PSC 8.
6.0 SUMVARY OF SI TE RI SKS

As part of the R decision-naking process, a PRE was conducted in late 1994 for QU 5 that
included a prelimnary human health and ecol ogi cal evaluation. Data collected during the R
were used to evaluate the presence of contam nation, the potential pathways of contam nant
m gration, and potential risks to human and ecol ogi cal receptors. The PRE did not include
sanpl es col |l ected and anal yzed during the concurrent suppl enental investigation

Ecol ogi cal receptors in the vicinity of the individual study areas that could potentially be
exposed to contam nated environmental nmedia were identified. Mjor site-specific exposure

pat hways were eval uated, and possible signs and synptons of stress on biological receptors at QU
5 were considered. Particular enphasis was placed on identifying sensitive ecol ogical receptors
and assessing the potential occurrence of rare, threatened, or endangered species at the Base

As mentioned in Section 5.4.2, regular disposal of grit fromthe DMP apparently accunul at ed
concentrations of Aroclor-1260 and lead in the trench area at PSC 8. Other artifacts fromthe
grit chanber nost likely were included in the deposit of the grit; however, the draft PRE
determ ned that concentrations of the PCB (Aroclor-1260) and | ead are the only CPCs.



A suppl enental field investigation of the trench area at PSC 8 was conducted i n Novenber 1994.
The purpose of the supplenental investigation was to delineate the |lateral extent of apparent
contami nation in surficial soil of the trench area (to define"clean" boundaries). The

suppl emental investigation confirned the presence of Aroclor-1260 in the vicinity of the trench
area. Polynucl ear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) were al so detected with the highest
concentration of total PAHs equaling 40, 590 lg/kg. The highest concentration of |ead was 168
mlligrans per kilogram (ng/kg) in a surface soil sanple collected adjacent to the trench

As mentioned above, the PRE identified PCBs and | ead as CPCs. The suppl enental investigation
identified PAHs a order of magnitude higher than the original renedial field investigation
Therefore, analytical action (clean-up) |levels were established for PCBs, |ead, and PAHs. The
action levels as described in the Focused Feasibility Study report (ABB-ES, 1995) for the PSC 8
IRA are: (1) total PCBs, 1 ng/kg; (2) lead, 100 ng/kg; and (3) total PAHs, 10 ng/kg. The soi
action level for |ead has been reduced to 75 ny/kg.

7.0 DESCRI PTI ON CF ALTERNATI VES

The I RA alternatives were devel oped based on a review of renedial actions and IRAs with simlar
contam nants, a review of regulatory requirenents, and a review of literature to identify

treat nent technol ogi es capabl e of treating soil contam nated by PCBs, PAHs, and | ead. Three
conventional techniques were evaluated as alternatives to renediate PSC 8 trench area soil: (1)
contai nnent, (2) collection conbined with off-base treatnent and disposal, and (3) collection
conbi ned with of f-base di sposal

The following is a description of the alternatives evaluated for PSC 8 and associ ated costs.

7.1 ALTERNATIVE NO 1, MULTI-LAYER CAP. This alternative incorporates the construction of a

cl ayey-sand | ayer; a flexible, inperneable nenbrane liner; and a | ayer of clan sand above the
surface of the contam nated areas. The surface |ayer consists of a concrete slab. |In addition
concrete walls woul d be constructed to house the slab. The surficial capping of PSC 8 woul d
reduce the infiltration of surface water, mnimze potential migration of the contam nants, and
prevent exposure to burrowing mamals. Land use restrictions and ongoi ng operations ad

mai nt enance (O&\) woul d al so be inplemented. O&M woul d require regul ar inspection of the
concrete and any necessary repairs.

Estimated capital costs: $ 19, 550
Esti mated present worth O&M costs: $ 9,220
Esti mated present worth costs: $ 28,770
Estimated i npl emrentation tine frane: 6 weeks

7.2 ALTERNATI VE NO 2 EXCAVATI ON, | NCI NERATI ON, AND DI SPCSAL. This alternative involves
excavation of the soil contam nated above action levels at PSC 8 and the transportation of this
soil (approxinmately 60 cubic yards) to an off-base TSCA pernitted incinerator for treatnent

foll oned by disposal of the residual ash at an RCRA facility. The incineration of the soi
woul d potentially destroy up to 99.9 percent of the organic contam nants.

Confirmatory sanpling of the walls and floor of the excavation area would be conducted to ensure
conpl ete renoval of soil that has been contam nated above action levels. Restoration of trench
area woul d fol | ow excavati on when action |evels are net.

Estimated capital costs: $ 212,990
Esti mated present worth O&M costs: $ 0
Esti mated present worth costs: $ 212,990

Estimated i npl emrentation tine frane: 2 weeks



7.3 ALTERNATI VE NO 3. EXCAVATI ON AND DI SPOSAL AT TSCA LANDFILL. This alternative requires
excavation of the soil contam nated above action levels fromPSC 8 and its disposal at an

of f-base TSCA or RCRA landfill. The type of landfill would be determ ned by PCB Concentrations
Confirmatory sanpling of the walls and floors of the excavati on area would be conducted to
ensure conpl ete renoval

8.0 SUMVARY COF COVPARATI VE ANALYSI S OF ALTERNATI VES

The following is an evaluation of the alternative considered for the IRA at PSC 8.

8.1 OVERALL PROTECTI ON OF HUVAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONVENT.

Alternatives No. 2 and 3 provide the greatest protection for the public health and environnent
at PSC 8. These alternatives elimnate the existing and potential future exposure pathways for
the public and the environnent.

Alternative No. 1 provides protection for the public and environment through the in-place
contam nated soil. This would be effective for elimnating the existing exposure pathways
provided there is on-going security and nai ntenance at PSC 8. Alternative No. 4 (no action)
provides no protection to human health or the environnent.

8.2 COWPLI ANCE W TH APPLI CABLE AND APPRCPRI ATE REQUI REMENTS ( ARARS)

The first three IRA alternatives will achieve conpliance with the | ocation-specific and
action-specific ARARs and guidance criteria. Air quality regulatory conpliance nmust be ensured
and required engineering controls nust be inplenented during the excavation, transportation, or
regrading of the soil. Alternative No. 4 would not achi eve conpliance with chemnical -specific
ARARS.

3.3 LONG TERM EFFECTI VENESS AND PERMANENCE. Alternative No. 2 provides the greatest degree of
| ong-term effectiveness and pernmanence because is pernmanently destroys the PCBs and PAHs
detected in the soil. Aternatives No. 1 and 3 rely strictly on the in-place contai nment or
direct burial of the contaminated soil at a landfill. Alternative No. 1 has a design life
expectancy of approximately 30 years. PCBs, PAHs, and |l ead are relatively stabl e conpounds.
Therefore, a re-evaluation of the cap's structural integrity would be necessary after 30 years

There is a potential risk associated with uncontrolled exposure to the CPCs at PSC 8.
Therefore, the no action alternative would not protect potential receptors in the future

8.4 REDUCTION OF TOXICITY, MXBILITY, AND VOLUVE THROUGH TREATMENT. Alternative No. 2 destroys
the PCBs and PAHs at PSC 8 through thermal treatnment, thereby reducing the toxicity and nmobility
of the contam nants. Lead, however, is unaffected by the thernal treatnent.

The first three alternatives will reduce the nobility of the contam nants through contai nnent
either onsite or at an approved facility. None of the renmedial alternatives will elimnate or
reduce the |l ead concentration of PSC 8 soil. Alternative No. 4 would not provide any reduction
intoxicity, nmobility, and volune through treatnent.

9.0 SELECTED REMEDY

Based on the conparative anal yses of alternatives, the recommended IRA alternative is
Alternative No. 3, excavation and disposal at a TSCA or RCRA-permitted landfill. Both
Alternative No. 2, excavation and incineration, and Alternative No. 3 neet the | RA objectives
including the ability to neet the proposed target clean-up |levels and conpliance with identified



ARARs. The first three alternatives require conventional technology, with the necessary

equi pnent readily available. The differentiating factor that nakes Alternative No. 3 nore
attractive than No. 2 is cost. Alternatives No. 1 and 4 woul d not neet the clean-up objectives,
and therefore would not be protective of human health and environment should | and use at PSC 8
change. Also, Alternative No. 1 would require a structural re-evaluation after 30 years.

9.1 REMEDI AL GOALS. The specific objectives of the selected IRA are to: (1) mnimze the
potential for direct human and ecol ogi cal exposure to hazardous materials, and (2) control the
potential for releases of hazardous substances to the surface water and groundwater at PSC 8.

This is an interimaction that addresses a part of O/. Qher nmedia at PSC 8. are being
investigated concurrently with PSC 14 as part of an overall QOUJ evaluation. The actions
described in this ROD are intended to be an IRA for the trench area soil in PSC 8 only. Any
remai ning contanmi nation at PSC 8 will be evaluated (by sanpling) as part of renedial actions to
conply with the Base pernit under the Georgia Hazardous Waste Managenent Act (CGHWA).

This IRA W Il be nonitored carefully to ensure renoval of contam nants above action |evels.
Once the IRA and RI/FS process is conplete, a final ROD will be prepared for QU 5.

10. 0 STATUTCRY DETERM NATI ONS

Under its legal authorities, USEPA's primary responsibility at Superfund sites is to conduct
remedi al actions that achieve adequate protection of hunan health and the environnent. Section
121 of CERCLA establishes several other statutory requirenents and preferences. These specify
that when conplete, the selected remedial action for a site nust conply with applicable or

rel evant and appropriate environmental standards established under federal and state
environnental |aws unless a statutory waiver is justified. The selected remedy al so nust be
cost effective and use pernanent solutions, alternative treatment technol ogies, or resource
recovery technol ogies to the maxi numextent practicable. Finally, the statute includes a
preference for renedies that enploy treatnments that pernmanently and significantly reduce the
volume, toxicity, or nobility of hazardous wastes as their principal elenment. The follow ng
sections discuss how the selected renedy neets these statutory requirenents.

10. 1 PROTECTI ON OF HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONVENT. The selected I RA for PSC 8, excavation and
of f-base disposal at a TSCA facility, will protect human health and environment frompotentially
adverse exposure risks associated with the current use of the PSC

10. 2 COWPLI ANCE W TH APPLI CABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPRCOPRI ATE REQUI REMENTS ( ARARs). The sel ected
IRA for PSC 8 will conply with ARARs. The following were identified as ARARs for QU 5, PSC 8.

Clean Air Act (CAA), National anbient Air Quality Standards (NAAQ), and
Nati onal Emi ssions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPs), 40 CFR
50 and 40 CFR 61

USEPA regul ati ons on Approval and Pronul gation of I|nplenentation Plans, 40
CFR Part 52 (Subpart L-Ceorgia).

Cccupational Safety and Health Act (OSHA) regul ations for air contam nants,
29 CFR 1910. 1000.

RCRA CGeneral and Location Standards for Permtted Hazardous Waste Facilities,
40 264 (Subparts A through F).

USEPA Rules for Controlling PCBs under the Toxic Substances Control Act



(TSCA), 40 CFR 761.125 (Subpart D, G and K).

Ceor gi a Hazardous Waste Managenent Act, O ficial Code of Georgia, Annotated
(OC&) Section 12-8-60 et seq and Rules, Section 391-3-11.

Ceorgia Air Quality Act of 1978. (OCGA Section 12-9-1 et seq. and Section 391-3-1.
Endanger ed Species Act, 16 USC 1531, 50 CFR Parts 81, 225, and 402.
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Facility Location Regul ations, 40 CFR Part 264. 18.

The IRA for PSC 8 will neet the health-based ARARs through renoval of the contaminants to the
action levels established.

10. 3 COST EFFECTI VENESS. The selected IRA for QU 5, PSC 8, has been determ ned to provide
overal | effectiveness proportional to its cost. The selected IRA for PSCis protective of
public health and the environnment and is | ess expensive than Alternative No. 2, excavation,
incineration, and off-base disposal.

10. 4 UTI LI ZATI ON OF PERVANENT SOLUTI ONS AND ALTERNATI VE TREATMENT TECHNOLOQ ES ( OR RESOURCE
RECOVERY TECHNOLOQ ES) TO THE MAXI MUM EXTENT PRACTI CABLE. It has been determined that the
selected I RA for PSC 8 represents the maxi numextent to which treatnent technol ogi es can be used
in a cost-effective nmanner. The selected | RA provides the best bal ance of tradeoffs in terns of
reduction in toxicity, nobility, or volume achieved through treatment, short-termeffectiveness,
inplenentability, and cost, while also considering the statutory preference for treatnent as a
principle elenment and considering state and comunity acceptance.

Based on the design criteria used for the IRA the selected alternative can be incorporated into
a final full-scale remedial action at QU 5.

10. 5 PREFERENCE FOR TREATMENT AS A PRI NCI PAL ELEMENT. Al though the renedial action for PSC 8 is
an |RA, the statutory preference for renedies that enploy treatnent as the principal elenent
will be satisfied for QU5 in a final decision docunent.

10. 6 DOCUMENTATI ON OF SI GNI FI CANT CHANGES. No significant changes fromthe Proposed Plan were
made.
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APPENDI X A
COVMUNI TY RELATI ONS RESPONSI VENESS SUMVARY
1.0 OVERVIEW

MCLB Al bany al ong with SOUTHNAVFACENGCOM hel d a public neeting on May, 1995, at MCLB Al bany to
di scuss the Proposed Plan for the IRA for PSC 8 and solicit coments and question fromthe
public. However, no citizens attended. Accordingly, no questions or corments were received
during the public nmeeting. In addition, no witten coments or questions were received fromthe
public.

2.0 BACKGROUND ON COMMUNI TY | NVOLVEMENT

An active community relations programproviding information and soliciting i nput has been
conducted by MCLB Albany for QU 5, PSC 8. Interviews of citizens on Base and in A bany were
conducted in the spring of 1990 to identify community concerns. No significant concerns that
required focused response were identified. Mst coments received were concerning the potenti al
for contami nation of water resources. However, those interviewed indicated that they place
great trust in MCLB Albany and their efforts to rectify past waste di sposal practices. In

addi tion, the Base has forned a Technical Review Committee that includes nenbers representing
the Gty of Al bany and Dougherty County. The |local nedia has al so been kept informed since MCLB
Al bany was placed on the NPL. Installation Restoration (IR Programfact sheets have been
prepared and nade avail able at the Public Affairs Ofice at MCLB Al bany. Docurents concerni ng
QU 5, PSC 8 are located in the Infornmati on Repository at Dougherty County Public Library, and
the Admi nistrative Record at the Base Environnental Branch office.

3.0 SUWARY CF PUBLI C COMMVENT AND AGENCY RESPONSE

3.1 PUBLI C MEETI NG

No comments or questions were received during the Public Meeting held on May 4, 1995.
3.2 PUBLI C COMVENT PERI CD

Comment s and questions received during the public comment period fromApril 28 to June 12, 1995
are summari zed bel ow.

3.2.1 Technical Comments and Questions
No technical coments and questions wee received during the public conmrent period.
3.2.2 Oher Comments and Questions

No ot her comments and questions were received during the public comment period.



Conmrent

RESPONSE TO COMVENTS

PSC 8 Interi mRenedi al Action Record of Decision
Mari ne Corps Logistics Base Al bany

Page/ Par a.

Section 10.2

Section 10.2

Page 8-2

Page 10-5
Section 10.6

Al bany, Ceorgia
Comment

Comments from CGeorgi a Departrent of Natural Resources

Ref erences to the Georgia Code are inconsistent throughout the |ist of
ARARs. The first citation of Georgia |aw should be to the Oficial Code of
Georgia Annotated (OC&Y). The abbreviati on OCGA may be used

thereafter.

The list of ARARs cites the Geogi a Hazardous Waste Managenent Act and
Rul es twice. These citations appear on page 10-2 (Ceorgia Hazardous
Wast e Managenent Act, O ficial Code of Georgia [Annotated] (OCGA)
Section 12-8-60 et. seq. and Rules, Chapter 391-3-11). The Ceorgia
Hazar dous Waste Managenment Act is also cited on page 10-3 (Ceorgia

Hazar dous Waste Managenent Act, Code of Georgia, Title 12, Chapter 8,
Article 3). The citation on page 10-3, in addition to being redundant, also
i ncl udes the Georgia Hazardous Site Response Act, which has not been
identified as an ARAR for the site. The citation of page 10-3 should be
del eted. The Rules for Hazardous Waste Management are cited a second
tinme on page 10-4. This citation should be del et ed.

Conments fromU. S. EPA
The first sentence should read as follows: "There is potential risk associated

with uncontroll ed exposure to the CPCs at PSC 8."

Repl ace the section with the followi ng sentence: "No significant changes

fromthe Proposed Pl an were nade.

Response

The references to the Georgia Code in Section 10.2 have been
revi sed as request ed.

The second reference to the GHWA has been del eted from
page 10-3. The reference to the CGeorgia Hazardous Site
Response Act was |isted as an ARAR because MCLB Al bany is
|isted as #10094 on the Hazardous Site |nventory, Hazardous
Site Response Rul es 391-319.05. The second reference to the
Hazar dous Waste Management Rul es has been del eted from

Page 10-4.

The text has been revised as requested.

Section 10.6 has been repl aced as requested.



